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Determination of Flow Stress at Large Plastic Strain by Tensile Test
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Fig. 1 Load vs. displacement and flow stress curves obtained from
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Fig. 3 Comparison of flow stress and load vs. displacement curves
obtained from simulation and experiment of tensile test

Table 1 Values of K and n predicted by simulations of tensile test

Annealing temperature (C) K (MPa) n
330 287.7 0.0
350 180.8 0.06
370 209.1 0.1
390 196.6 0.13
410 192.4 0.15
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Fig. 4 Comparison of load vs. displacement curves obtained from
simulation considering ductile fracture criterion and experiment of
tensile test
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